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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

An action upon the merits of Claims 92-120 is solicited. 

Applicants traverse the election/restriction requirement. Restriction has been required 
between 

1. Claims 92-120, drawn to a filter for filtering gases, classified in class 96, 
subclass 4. 

IL Claims 121-153, drawn to a process of making a filter, classified in class 264, 
subclass 42. 

III. Claims 154-156 drawn to a process of filtering with a composite filter, 
classified in class 95, subclass 45. 

It is first noted that Claim 153 should be assigned to Group III rather than to Group II. 
A statement to that effect is respectfiiUy requested. 

In regard to the restriction requirement between Groups I and III, the assertion that the 
filter of Group I can be used in a process unlike that set forth in the claims of Group III, e.g., 
for gas separation, is not supported by any reason justifying the statement. The Examiner's 
burden involves supplying such reasons. 

It would also appear that a complete search of the Group I claims should include a 
consideration of the process for making the filter, while the use of a filter for filtering would 
seem to be a search that strongly overlaps that for the filter. 
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The requirement for restriction is therefore requested be withdrawn and an action 

upon the merits of all claims is solicited. 
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